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Application of Standards 

Should the FHWA develop its own definition of a bridge for 
the purpose of inspecting and reporting? -q i r l i t  1 . .  

Should the FHWA definition change the way the bridge length 
is determined or what the minimum bridge length should be 
for reporting purposes? No Opir?i 3 r - i  I Sh-.ir+ 2niny t hF 1 ength 
w i  !1 increase + l i e ->  b r  -lye inventory f r t I I - 1  he:'; [ l ( i +  require 

111 :>gram. 

4 + I  t Ldo-year inspec-' L T I  e 

Inspection Procedures 

What impact will changing the underwater inspection 
intervals have on public authorities complying with this as 
an NBIS requirement? I have seen rid : ; i y n i f i c a r : t  r,mnel 
aeterioration at ~ J T  i dye substruc*t u r e s  iri1t:s.s ail Iaiusual 
high water event hds ccurred. 1 I: + i-,dk iricreasing 
underwater inspeL:t i o 1 i  intervals is 1.1: J j c s n t  5 0  oncj  3s there 
clr e provisions f o r  t ermedidte> I r , sp  1 O I L S  ~ ~ ( ~ 1 ~  L J  rligh 
wdter events l o c c  111 . 

What, if any, impact on public authorities complying with 
evaluation of scour at bridges criteria within the MBIS 
regulation? It miqht provide more impe: us t-0 L : L ~ I ~ W '  scour 
evaluations 01-1 b~ :dge:-. 

Frequency of Inspections 

Should the 4-year interval be increased so that more 
bridges would be eligible for the extended inspection 
cycle? What would be a reasonable inspection interval? What 
impact would this have on the safety of bridges? i Ilelieve 
-irL increase oi i i i t e 1 ~ ~ i . l  greclter t h a n  4 years is acceptable 
n u t  should be 1irr~i ' t .a to bridges i r n i t e c ~  i,se drLLi where 
"onsequences of 1 d l   ILL^ dre minIn,,c:e,:. I ' r i ~ r e  shL,- i j  .: he 
,idequate documerit at I i J r l  to ensure t_ ilest2 
bridges are af  f ei t t - a ;  .)therwise, I ~ ~ r i r , t  I ,  1 1 ~ 1  

+ JO great to dpply r i-~e extensiuri l ~ f  the 
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be 
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riventory where) r i : ,  1 e conseyuenl:e:- i i  t 4: ed' . 



Qualification of Personnel 

Should the individual in charge of the inspection and 
reporting who is a PE be required to have additional 
experience in bridge inspection? Yes, t qive be t t t :~ ; r  
insight into inspect i o n  procedures d i i i i  ? i I iL - i inqs .  

Should the NBIS regulation be more specific as to the 
discipline of the professional engineer responsible for 
these bridge inspections and what impact would this change 
have on public authorities complying with this? Lrlgineer 
111 charge shoul(l; k)~) i i v i l  or s t r u c + J r z i ,  E S I - ~ L I ~ ~ P ~  sLni t , s  most 

dge inspecti j r ,  I ~ i e s  are strut*. .II ( i  y 1 e - d t  e ( j .  Tk LS 
would not af felJt 7 i1  I .- ~yency. 

What impact would this change [certification training] have 
on public authorities complying with this? it m L  A L j  

provide more conf i d e i l e  in their dbi  1 1  t ies + u - w i m A l ~ ~  t h e  
inspections as rieede(:. 

Should those performing underwater inspections be qualified 
licensed engineers? What impact would these proposed 
changes have on public authorities complying with this? 
Requiring under w d ? _ t ’ r  I nspectors t (2 be I tensed eily Liieers, 

except under u r I u s u d l  b-oriditior~s, W O L A ;  .I Gt. L O O   re^+-: ,ctive, 
I believe, as t -her - t  wi;,Jld likeiy b t .  r i  :;:Ic)L t c i ~ e  L L  quc:ilfied 
xspectors. I khdv~: m u r i d  t h a t  diver s c x p e ~  Lerciceu w , t . ~  
mderwater inspect- i :ris pe r fo rm ,dde:-juc-lt i :,spect i % ) r i s  ;rider 
t n e  direction ) f  A j- i i . i l if ied e r i y i i i t , : e t  . 

Inspection Report 

Should the reporting requirements for the NBIS be changed, 
if any, would the impact be on public authorities complying 
with this? I set: :io need to c h a n y e  tkiese r e q u i r - e m e n t - s .  

Additional General Questions 

NCJ additional comrne r i r -  s . 
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